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(2) EXTRACT FROM GOVERNOR-GENERAUS DESPATCH1     *
pretoria,
December 31, 1913
You will observe that Mr. Gandhi's present attitude is less unreasonable
than that which he adopted in his public utterances immediately after his
liberation. General Smuts is still considering his reply to Mr. Gandhi's latest
proposals, and I think it not improbable that he will agree to grant a personal
interview as requested, I doubt, however, whether Mr. Gandhi's suggestions
with regard to the constitution of the Commission will be found acceptable.
The addition of two members, nominated respectively by the Indian commu-
nity and by the employers of Indian labour, would destroy the judicial
character of the Commission, and this would probably entail the resignation
of Sir William Solomon. The alternative proposal that the Commission should
be converted into a single-member Commission, consisting only of Sir
William Solomon, is not open to the same objection, and neither Mr. Esselen
nor Colonel Wylie would probably show any disinclination to resign their
membership. It would not, however, be easy for the Government so to re-
constitute its own Commission at Mr. Gandhi's bidding without seeming to
admit that the two members whose elimination is asked for were in fact not
wholly impartial. Possibly if General Smuts and Mr. Gandhi meet, their com-
bined ingenuity may succeed in discovering some way out of the difficulty,
On Monday last General Smuts told my Secretary in confidence that he
had received a private letter from Sir William Solomon expressing regret at
the bad use which Mr. Gandhi, Mr. Polak and Mr. Kallenbach had made of
their liberty, and intimating that if the Commission were to be boycotted by
the Indians, in whose interests it had been appointed, it was unlikely that
the enquiry could prove anything but one-sided. Sir William went on to say
that he had accepted appointment, much against his own personal inclinations,
only from a sense of duty because it had been represented to him that by
acting as Chairman he would have an opportunity of rendering a public
service. As it now seemed likely that the Commission would be unable to do
any useful work, he was inclined to doubt whether there was any reason why
he should continue to serve. General Smuts said that he proposed in his
reply to point out the distinction between abstention by the Indians from
giving evidence and a renewal of passive resistance, strikes and lawlessness. If
recourse were again had to disorder, the question whether the enquiry should be
proceeded with might arise. If, however, the Indians confined themselves
simply to a policy of abstention from giving evidence, the Commission
would still be able to hear official and other European witnesses upon the
1 This formed part of a despatch forwarding to the Colonial Office copies
of correspondence between Gandhiji and the Minister of the Interior, and
clippings from various newspapers.

